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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community, especially the stakeholders in the banking or related system, the workers, founders of banks and shareholders, bank customers as well as the regulators.
The students, researchers and scholars in various institution of learning may study this paper for further enquiries regarding how to improve on the areas of strength of the banks generally and the Urban Cooperative Banks (UCBs) in particular and research on how to overcome the weakness areas of these banks as mentioned by the author(s). The work can also assist the regulators in the banking sector to improve the banking regulations taking into consideration the strength and weakness areas mentioned in this paper accordingly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable but the author may update the topic thus: “Some Suggested Solutions to the Constraints faced by Urban Cooperative Banks in Funds and Investment Management”. 
The topic mentions the constraints and makes suggestions in terms of solutions. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive but may be arranged in a paragraph and sub-topics like methodology, results and conclusion may be deleted and simply mentioned in the abstract text. Also, the sentence in line four (4) of the abstract may be corrected to read as …regulations, scarce resources, and pressure from other competing financial institutions. 
In addition the abstract should be updated to avoid unnecessary repetition. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, initial letters of words like state, district may be capitalised as contained in the methodology and other sections of the article. The author(s) should also be consistent in using past or present tenses. Some problems are perceived in tables 6 and 7 regarding the figures recorded under the elements such as score, average and rank and data analysis. For example, the figures under the rank in table 6 (Deposit Mix) should be 4, 3, 1, 2, 5 instead of 4, 2, 1, 3, 5. In table 7 (Loan Mix), the figures under the Rank should be 2, 3, 5, 1, 4 instead of 1, 2, 5, 4, 3. These should also reflect in the analysis.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient. This may be due to the fact that the paper concentrates more on the primary sources and the author(s) did not reflect some of the in-text references in the final references section. For example, Reserve Bank of India, 2020, Singh and Reddy, 2019 and Mohan, 2021 mentioned in Introduction are not mentioned in the final References section.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the English language used is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper may be updated to tell the reader more about the Urban Cooperative Banks (UCBs) accordingly. Are the Banks different from other conventional banks or are they for the urban societies only and are they regularised by different bodies? Some of the funds and investments made by the banks may be mentioned as well as brief mentioning of their operations.
The author(s) may explain further how the suggestions made for the improvement of the UCBs to facilitate the solutions to the constraints faced by the UCBs. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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